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Memorandum on the Portuguese Possessions on 
the West Coast of Africa. 


THE territory claimed by Portugal as belonging 
to her on the West Coast of Africa is thus described 
in the Constitution of the 4th April, 1838 :— 

“ Article II. The territory comprehends : 

* a * * * * 

“In Western Africa: Bissao, and Cacheo; the 
Fort of S. Jofio Baptista d’Ajud4 on the Coast of 
Mina; Angola and Benguela, with their depen-— 
dencies ; Cabinda and Molembo; and the Islands 
of Cape Verde, St. Thomé, and Principe, with 
their dependencies.” 

Bissao (one of the Bissagos Islands) and Cacheo 
(in Senegambia) are situated, the former at- the 
mouth of the Zeba River, and the latter at the 
mouth of the River Cacheo. 

No mention was made by the Portuguese in their 
Constitution of 1838 of the Island of Bulama, 
which is also situated in this neighbourhood; but 
the British Government for many years disputed 
the right of: Portugal to this Island. In 1870 the 
matter was referred to the arbitration of the 
President of the United States, who gave his award 
in favour of the Portuguese claim, and the sove- 
reignty of Portugal over the Island has consequently 
ever since been recognized. 

Angola and Benguela would include Loanda, 
Mossamedes,and all the territory lying between 
8° and 18° of south latitude, which was recognized 
by Article II of the Convention of 28th July, 1817, 
as belonging to Portugal. 

Cape Frio is marked in some maps as the 
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southern limit of the Portuguese boundary, but the 
name is not mentioned in the Treaty, and Geo- 
graphical Dictionaries do not place it exactly on 
latitude 18°. 

In this same Treaty, Portugal declared that she 
had also retained her rights over the territories 
lying between 5° 12’ and 8° of south latitude; but 
the British Government have invariably refused to 
recognize such claim; and in the Treaty of 1817, 
a distinction was drawn between the territory 
actually possessed by the Portuguese and the 
territory claimed, or, in other words, the territory 
over which Portugal declared that she had “ retained 
her rights.” 

The territories lying between 5° 12’ and 8° of 
south latitude would include Cabinda and Molembo 
and the Congo territory, and it is over these places 
that the Portuguese have no jurisdiction whatever, 
although they still claim it; but a special Memo- 
randum is being prepared upon this point. 

But a little to the north of 8° south latitude 
is also situated the Town of Ambriz, on the River 
Loge and in the district called Ambriz. This place 
was alluded to in a correspondence between the 
British and Portuguese Governments in 1846, 
1851, and 1853, but more particularly in 1855, 
when the Portuguese took possession of the town 
and port; but in 1856 the British Government 
acquiesced in the Portuguese occupation, on the 
understanding that the scuth bank of the River 
Loge should form the northern limit of the territory 
of Ambriz. : 

A new Convention en the subject of the Portu- 
guese Possessions in Africa was then proposed by 
the Portuguese Government, to which a counter- 
proposal was made by the British Government, 
but as it was neither accepted nor rejected by the 
Portuguese, there is no formal Treaty stipulation 
between the two countries on the subject of 
Ambriz. , 

The Cape Verde Islands have long formed part 
of the Portuguese Dominions; but in order to 
show how utterly untrustworthy are our English 
maps, these Islands are not only coloured, but are 
specially marked in Stanford’s large library map as 
belonging to Spain: in which map is also coloured 
as belonging to Portugal all the territory from 
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5° 12’ to 18°, instead of from 8° to 18° south 
latitude. 

The Islands of St. Thomé and Principé¢, in the 
Gulf of Guinea, south of the Bight of Biafra, are 
also recognized as belonging to Portugal. 

The fort of S. Joao Baptista d’ Ajudd, in the Bight 
of Benin, is the Portuguese name for Whydah, but 
there is no proof that Portugal ever possessed any 
territorial rights of sovereignty over this place. 

It is true that in the Treaty of Alliance between 
Great Britain and Portugal of 19th February, 1810, 
it was stated (Article 1X) that the stipulations of 
that Article, which had reference to the Slave 
Trade, “ were not to be considered as invalidating 
or otherwise affecting the rights of the Crown of 
Portugal to the territories of Cabinda and Molembo 
(which rights had formerly been questioned by the 
Government of France), nor as limiting or restrain- 
ing the commerce of Ajuda and other ports in 
Africa (situated upon the Coast commonly called’ 
in the Portuguese language the ‘Costa da Mina’), 
belonging to or claimed by the Crown of Portugal; 
His Royal Highness the Prince Regent of Portugal 
being resolved not to forego his just and legitimate 
pretensions thereto, nor the rights of his subjects 
to trade with these places exactly in the same 
manner as they had hitherto done.” 

This Treaty was annulled by Article III of the 
Treaty of 22nd January, 1815; but the recognition 
of the “actual dominions” of the Crown of 
Portugal, and of the fact that certain “ territories ” 
were “ claimed ” as belonging to Portugal in Africa, 
was repeated in the IInd Article of that Treaty. 

On the 28th July, 1817, another Convention was 
signed between Great Britain and Portugal, which 
was declared to be additional to the Treaty of 
of 22nd January, 1815. \ 

In the IInd Article of this Convention it was 
stated that the territories in which the Traffic in 
Slaves. continued to be permitted, under the Treaty 
of 22nd January, 1815, to the subjects of the King 
of Portugal, were :— 

“Ist. The territories possessed by the Crown of 
Portugal upon the coast of Africa to the south of 
the Equator, that is to say, upon the eastern coast 
of Africa, the territory lying between Cape Delgada 
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‘and the. Bay of Lorengo. Marques; and upon: the: 
western coast, all that which is situated froin.the: 


8th to the 18thadegree-of south. Jatitude.., 


“ 2nd. Thoseserritories.on the. coast.of Africa: to, 
the south of, the. Equator: aver: which His. Most. 


Faitbfut Majesty: Yiss.declared that: he has retained 
his rights, namely :— 


_ The territories of: .Molembo and Cabinda:upon ; 


the eastern® coast of Africa, from. the 5th magne ‘12’ 
to the. 8th degree south, latitude.” 

This would not include Ayudd (or Whydah), and 
no reference was made to that place either in this 
Convention or in the Slave Trade Treaty with 
Portugal of 3rd July, 1842. 

In. December, 1851, Commodore: Bruce, acting 
under instructions from Her-Majesty’s Government, 
and with the object of suppressing the Slave Trade, 
formally announced that all the ports and places 
(except Badagry) situated ia the Bight of Benin, 
from longitude 1° to 4° 30’ east of Greenwich; 
would be blockaded from the Ist of January, 1852, 
The port of Whydah was included. in this blockade. 
On this announcement being publicly made known, 
the Lieutenant commanding a Portuguese schooner 
of wer on the station claimed, on behalf of his 
Government, the exception of the port and district 
of St. John Baptist of Whydah, from the effects of 
the blockade; but to this application Commander 
Strange, of Her Majesty’s ship ‘‘ Archer,” replied 
that he was not aware of any territory being claimed 
by the Portuguese in that neighbourhood. But,the 
Portuguese officer still asserted that there was such a 


territory ; that there had always been a Governor of 


the fort appointed by the Portuguese authorities ; 
and that, the late Governor being dead, he had 
brought one from St. Thomas to be installed in the 
vacancy. Shortly after this the Portuguese flag 
was displayed from a flag-staff on shore, and a salute 
of seven guns fired, which was returned by the 
Portuguese schooner of war. 

- Commander Strange thereupon referred the matter 
to the British Vice-Consul at Whydah, Mr. Fraser, 
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to him, replied: That there was “a padre, a 
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Walked about. the town’ int & itil of military 
Gostiime; with four broad’ Hed noe gentml 
arid’ that these” people were atl 

Hié' ated atatéd that he Nid received a Better froin 
thie King of Dahoiney'é chideha Sigho? Isidate: dé 
SGiiza) sting _hiiiselt “ «Lite Coldiil, 


vorsgeee 


; King of Dahomey selighilf the nee for 
étdblithing the: blockaile, and’ thereby stopping 
Wégal comerce’;' ti’ which he (Mr. Fraser) replied 
“'tHat Hé'was whully unacquainted’ with’ the fact of 
a Portuguese Governor residing in the place.” 

Vice:Consul’ Fraser’ further stated, in reply to 
other queries put’ by Comthander Strange :-— 

That the four individuals above-mentioned were 
the only ones spoken of as being connected with 
the’ Portuguese Fort. 

That' these officials’ had never, to his knowledge, 
claimed the said Fort’ atid district’ as’ Portuguese 
territory, independent of the King of Dahomey ; 
adding ‘that the Dahomiah laws. neither gave nor 
sold land, although chey granted permission for its 
being used for the time being : 

That no such claim had ever been, or was ever - 
likely to be, recognized either by the Yervogar of 
Whydah or by the King of Dahomey ; and 

That the extent of the territory claimed by 
Portugal was about half a mile. 

But the French Government: also remonstrated 
against the blockade of Whydah, as affecting French 
interests, and addressed an official note to the 
British Government, explaining the circumstances 
under which the French Fort in the town. of 
Whydah was originally established by the French 
Government, and how it was afterwards made over 
to a French merchant named Régis, which circum- | 
stance, it was stated, caused the French Govern- 
ment to take a particular interest in the establish- 
ment of M. Régis, and to regard it in the light of a 
Possession of France. 

To this remonstrance the British Government 


' replied, that it appeared-to them that the claim of 


France to exercise the right of assuming the actual 
occupation of the French Fort at Whydah was- not 
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such a claim as would entitle the French Govern- 
ment to object to the blockade of Whydah by an 
adequate British force; because Her Majesty's 
Government believed that that Town itself belonged 
to the King of Dahomey, and that although both 
Great Britain and France formerly occupied forts 
there, which were- now commercial factories, yet 
that there existed between those forts and the sea a 
space of territory of at least a mile in width 
belonging to Dahomey. 

On the 13th February, 1852, an Anti-Slave Trade 
engagement was concluded between Commander 
Forbes and the King of Dahomey, and on the 
15th June sullswving the blockade of Whydah was 
raised. 

On the same iss a letter was addressed by Com- 
modore Bruce to the King of Dahomey, informing 
him that Whydah and all the other ports of his 
Dominions were no longer blockaded. 

The following acconnt of the Fort of S. Joti 
Baptista d' Ajudd is given by M. ae in his work 
on ‘‘ Portugal and her Colonies” 

“Le fort Saint Jean-Baptiste @ Adjuda, construit 
en 1680, est situé prés d’une baie ou lagune, a une 
lieue du port d’Ardra, prés d’un village habité par 
quelques centaines de négres, convertis au Chris- 
tianisme et ot demeurent aussi quelques marchands 
du Dahomé. On y fait la troque du coton, de la 
cire et de l’ivoire avec les négres de l’intérieure. 

“ Ce fort et ’église qui en dépend étaient tombés 
complétement en ruines; mais depuis quelques 
années le Portugal y a renvoyé une petite garnison 
de trente hommes et un prétre, pour reconstituer 
la paroisse. Ajoutons que les traitants Portugais 
paraissent avoir également conservé une loge a 
Whydah, qui est le marché principal du Royaume 
de Dahomé.” 

Commodore Wilmot visited the King of Daho- 
mey at Abomey in December 1862 and January 
1863, and in one of his Reports he gave a descrip- 
tion of the country and its resources. 

With reference to Whydah, he said that there 
were three forts or factories there, one English, one 
French and one Portuguese; that the French was 
in excellent repair, and did great ‘credit to the 
French gentleman who carried on business there ; 
that the Portuguese fort was then inhabited by 
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missionaries of that nation ; and that the English 
one was the residence of the Wesleyan missionary ; 
but, he added, that no one had any territorial rights 
in the place. 

Consul Burton also paid a visit to the King of 
Dahomey in May and June 1863, and, as he passed 
through Whydah, he also gave a full description of 
the place. 

He said it was in a dilapidated and ruinous con- 
dition,—the 200 Portuguese and Spaniards who 
were resident there in 1840 having dwindled down 
to a dozen. 

He described the old foreign factories or “ forts” 
as being four in number, and as belonging to the 
French, Portuguese, English, and Brazilian, and he 
said they were all in a melancholy condition except 
the first; but he added that the Mission Apos- 
tolique de Dahomey was busily engaged in restoring 
their quarters; that the Portuguese fort, and the 
Brazilian fort also showed signs of approaching 
repairs; but he made no allusion to the French or 
Portuguese possessing any territorial rights in the 
place. 

Madeira and the Azores are considered to form 
part of the European possessions of Portugal. 

The places described herein are marked in blue on 
the accompanying Map. 
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